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1.0 INTRODUCTION

In Spring 2010, the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT), Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and 

the City of Taylorsville initiated the fi rst phase of a study to assess the traffi c operations and transportation 

needs in the area of 5400 South and I-215. The study area encompasses Redwood Road to 3200 West and 

4700 South to 6200 South in Salt Lake County.

The study began with a Scoping Period intended to gather public input about relevant issues and potential 

alternatives. Between March and May 2010, the study team initiated a range of activities to encourage 

participation and gain feedback from interested stakeholders and public agencies. Scoping activities targeted 

the general public, businesses, local governments and government and non-government agencies.

Scoping activities included an agency scoping meeting, a presentation to the Taylorsville City Council, a public 

scoping meeting and the availability of study information online at udot.utah.gov/5400southstudy. Following the 

scoping comment period, the study team prepared a Scoping Report and initiated traffi c studies. 

In June 2010, the study team held its fi rst Transportation Idea Exchange (TIE) meeting to which local 

government offi cials, education and business leaders as well as agencies and citizen representatives were 

invited. The study team presented the Scoping Report and initial traffi c study results to the TIE and facilitated a 

discussion with attendees about study progress to date.

Following the TIE meeting, the study team began drafting the Purpose and Need for the study and executed 

a screening process for preliminary alternatives, which are the deliverables for Phase 1 of the I-215 and 

5400 South Mobility Study. The TIE reconvened on October 18, 2010 to see the preliminary Purpose and Need 

and alternatives. These were shown to the public at an open house on October 19, 2010.

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT REPORT

The purpose of the Phase 1 Public Involvement (PI) Report is to provide a summary of public involvement 

activities and public input received from May 8 through October 22, 2010. This time period covers the closing 

date of the Scoping Comment Period through the week following the Public Open House held to present 

preliminary the Purpose and Need and alternatives to the public. 

Comments received on or after October 23, 2010 will be archived for review upon preparation of a Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement. Several months may lapse between the publication of this report and the 

beginning of Phase 2. In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the public will have 

additional opportunities to comment on the Purpose and Need Statement and alternatives before the study 

is completed. 
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2.0 SUMMARY OF PHASE 1 PI ACTIVITIES

Throughout Phase 1 of the study, the study team has maintained a telephone comment line, an e-mail account, 

and a study website with a comment form. In order to keep the public continually informed and involved as 

the study progresses, the study team notifi ed the public of preliminary ideas for the Purpose and Need and 

alternatives, held a Public Open House to present those ideas, and made current study information available 

on the study website. 

2.1 PHASE 1 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Following the Scoping Comment Period and before Phase 1 of the study was completed, UDOT, FHWA and the 

City of Taylorsville wanted to inform the public about study progress and gather their feedback. The study team 

sought an open, transparent process so that stakeholders could have complete, accurate, understandable and 

timely information, especially since several months may lapse before Phase 2 of the study is initiated. 

2.1.1 Public Notifi cations

In an effort to encourage and maintain public involvement in the study process, the study team employed a variety 

of methods to educate, inform and solicit feedback from the public regarding preliminary Purpose and Need and 

alternatives. See notifi cation examples in Appendix A: Public Notifi cations. Notifi cation methods included:

• Direct mail postcard: Sent to approximately 6,000 residents and businesses covering the entire study area.

• E-newsletters: Sent to 237 individuals who requested to be added to the study email contact list. 

Both “save the date” and “reminder” e-newsletters were sent previous to the open house. 

• Posters and fl yers: 23 posters and 82 fl yers were distributed to schools, businesses and public buildings 

throughout the study area. See a list of locations in Appendix A: Public Notifi cations.

• Community newspaper advertisement: An advertisement of the open house was placed in the Taylorsville 

Journal, a monthly community newspaper covering the study area.

• Websites: Open house information was included on the study website and the Taylorsville City website 

community calendar. 

• Taylorsville City Council Meeting: On October 6, 2010 UDOT project manager Rebecka Stromness reported 

on the study progress and notifi ed the council of the upcoming public open house.

2.1.2 Public Open House

The study team held a Public Open House on October 19, 2010 from 5:30 to 7:30 p.m. at Vista Elementary 

School (4925 S. 2200 West, Taylorsville). One hundred and six people, not including the study team, attended 

the open house to obtain study information and provide their concerns, comments and suggestions. 

Open house attendees were encouraged to sign in at a registration desk. Each participant received a comment 

form and a Purpose and Need Fact Sheet summarizing the preliminary Purpose and Need Statement. 

The open house included display boards, information stations and large-scale maps. Staff members were 

stationed throughout the room to answer questions and discuss the study with attendees.

While UDOT’s We Go! projects and the Wasatch Front Regional Council long-range plan are separate from 

this study, they also relate to the study area. Representatives from each were invited to participate in the open 

house and answer questions specifi c to those projects. 
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Display boards covered topics such as the study area, study history, detailed timelines of study progress and 

next steps, the Purpose and Need and the seven preliminary alternatives (including the no-build alternative). 

Attendees were encouraged to provide their comments in written form or were offered study contact 

information if they preferred to provide a comment later or through another method. The display boards, 

comments forms, Purpose and Need Fact Sheet and comment cards are included in Appendix B: 

Open House Materials. 

2.1.3 Transportation Idea Exchange

During Phase 1, the study team started a Transportation Idea Exchange (TIE) committee. The committee is 

made up of local government offi cials, education and business leaders and agency and citizen representatives. 

The purpose of the TIE committee is to vet study issues and enhance public involvement efforts so that 

stakeholders are truly represented in the study process.

 

TIE committee members were invited to participate in meetings via phone call and email. Two meetings have 

been held with the TIE committee:

1. On June 30, 2010, the study team met with the TIE committee at the Taylorsville City Council Chambers 

to discuss scoping and traffi c study results. TIE members were given a copy of the Scoping Open 

House handout.

2. On October 18, 2010, the study team met with the TIE committee at the Taylorsville City Council Chambers to 

discuss the Purpose and Need and preliminary alternatives. TIE members were given a copy of the Purpose 

and Need Fact Sheet.

To see meeting invitations, agendas, meeting notes and copies of presentations given at TIE meetings, 

refer to Appendix C: TIE Committee Materials.

2.1.4 Online Study Materials

The study website hosts informational material about the study process, alternatives and other important 

milestones. See Appendix D: Online Study Materials for examples of information available to the public via the 

study website. 
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3.0 PHASE 1 PUBLIC COMMENTS

The I-215 and 5400 South study team will continue to collect public input through the website, study phone line 

and dedicated email address throughout remaining phases of the study, unless it is determined that the study 

will not continue beyond Phase 1.

This report includes comments received between May 8 and October 22, 2010. Comments received during 

this period are included in Appendix E: Phase 1 Comments. Comments received on or after May 8, 2010 

will be archived for review if the study progresses to Phase 2. Responses to these comments will be limited 

to acknowledgement of comment receipt. The public will have additional opportunities to comment on the 

Purpose and Need and alternatives as a Draft Environmental Impact Statement is developed.

Each comment was categorized according to the following topics: purpose and need, alternatives, design 

features, traffi c operations, community impacts, traffi c impacts, visual quality and indirect impacts. See Table 

3.1.1 Comment Catagories. A single comment may include several topics. Comments are numbered in the 

order they were received, with a “C” for comments that were received after the scoping period and an “A” for 

comments received the week of the alternatives open house. 

 

3.1 PHASE 1 COMMENTS SUMMARY

The study team received 14 comments during the week of the October open house (October 18 to 22, 2010). 

The study team also received 17 comments between the scoping comment period and the week prior to the 

open house (May 8 to October 17, 2010). Both sets of comments are included in this report. Comments received 

on or after October 23, 2010 will be archived for review if and when Phase 2 of the study begins.

Public input is an important component of any transportation study. Since the study team will continue to 

accept public input on alternatives and other issues in Phase 2 of the study, this report will not contain direct 

responses to comments. 

A primary theme in public comments is that current traffi c operations in the study area are problematic. 

Many comments express concern that changes to the transportation system would increase traffi c congestion 

or make traffi c operations worse. Several comments support the Purpose and Need by pointing out that traffi c 

congestion is a problem around the I-215 interchanges and that surrounding roadways and intersections, 

not just the point of I-215 and 5400 South, need attention. 

 

Many comments related to the alternatives presented at the October open house, with most focused on 

the interchange alternative (Alternative 7-3). Those who oppose Alternative 7-3 feel that an interchange 

would not provide positive impacts on the traffi c situation. Some feel that an interchange would make traffi c 

problems worse. Those who favor the interchange feel that it would reduce traffi c congestion around the 

other interchanges and balance the load of traffi c in the study area. Few comments were received on the 

other alternatives.

Other comments mentioned concern for impacts to the community and for providing accommodations for 

bicyclists and pedestrians. 
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Table 3.1.1 Comment Categories (May 8 to October 22, 2010)

CATEGORY NUMBER OF COMMENTS COMMENT NUMBERS

Purpose and Need 6 C01, C03, C06, C07, C17, A05

Alternatives 20 C05, C06, C08, C09, C10, C11, C12, C13, C15, C16, 

A01, A02, A03, A04, A05, A07, A08, A11, A12, A14

Design Features 3 C15, C16, A01

Traffi c Operations 12 C01, C03, C04, C06, C08, C09, C11, C16, A03, A04, 

A05, A10

Community Impacts 5 C02, C06, C07, C11, C14

Traffi c Impacts 8 C01, C02, C04, C09, C10, C12, A03, A14

Visual Quality 1 A11

Indirect Impacts 1 A07
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Appendix A: Public Notifi cations 

Appendix B: Open House Materials 

Appendix C: TIE Committee Materials 

Appendix D: Online Study Materials 

Appendix E: Phase 1 Comments
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Appendix A: Public Notifi cations

Figure A1: Direct-mail Postcard
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Figure A2: E-newsletters
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ALTERNATIVES PUBLIC MEETING POSTER AND FLYER LOCATIONS

Location Posters Flyers

Taylorsville Library 2 1

Vista Elementary School 2 20

Taylorsville Recreation Center 2 1

Taylorsville High School 2 5

Taylorsville City Building 2 3

Taylorsville Fire Station 1

Bennion Junior High School 2  2

Calvin Smith Elementary 1 3

Senior Living 1

Businesses in the 5400 South and I-215 Area

Mountain Vista Chiropractic  5

Farmers Insurance Group  5

Cut’s Etc.  4

Daisy Maids  3

Computer Bytes  5

Wasatch Pizza  5

Massage Chair Relief  3

Certifi ed Public Accountant  7

Apple Vision & Contact Lens  10 

Businesses in the 4700 South and I-215 Area

Circle K 1

Check City 1

Tammy’s Restaurant 1

Reams 2

Emissions Plus 1

Conoco 1

Oquirrh Artifi cial Kidney Center 1 

   

Total 23 82

Figure A3: Posters and Flyers
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Figure A4: Community Newspaper Advertisement (Taylorsville Journal)
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Figure A5: Websites 
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Figure A6: Taylorsville City Council Meeting 
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Appendix B: Open House Materials

Figure B1: Display Boards
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Figure B2: Purpose and Need Fact Sheet 
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Figure B3: Comment Form 
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Figure B4: Contact Card 
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Appendix C: TIE Committee Materials

Figure C1: June 2010 TIE Meeting Invitation
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Figure C2: June 2010 TIE Meeting Agenda & Notes
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Figure C3: June 2010 TIE Meeting Presentation 

Transportation Idea Exchange Meeting 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION  |  UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION  | CITY OF 

TAYLORSVILLE  

JUNE 2010 

Agenda 

TIE Overview 

Study Overview  

Scoping Summary 

Traffic Conditions  

Wrap-up 
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TIE Overview 

Purpose of the TIE 

Ground Rules 

Responsibilities 

Time Commitment 

Study History 
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Study Area 

Environmental Study Process 
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Environmental Study Process 

Environmental Considerations 
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Identified Conditions  

Scoping 

Scoping Period: April 7 – May 7  |  69 Comments Received 

Scoping Meeting: April 20 at Vista Elementary  |  92 Attendees 
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Scoping Comments 

Perception that a decision to 

build an interchange has 

already been made 

Interchange could create 

more problems 

Interchange overdue  

Why more improvements?  

Why not build  

improvements in  

another area? 

Understanding Traffic Conditions 

PROCESS 

Identify Future Conditions 

Compare Existing Conditions 

Identify Problems 

Is There a Need? 
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2010 to 2040 Growth 

WFRC Regional Transportation Plan 
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WFRC Regional Transportation Plan 

Proposed & Current Improvements 
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AM & PM Peak Hour Travel Times 

PM Peak Hour Traffic Conditions 
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Environmental Study Process 

More Information 

Website: udot.utah.gov/5400southstudy 

 Scoping Report, July 7 

 Presentation, Tomorrow 

 Study Process 

Phone: 801-930-0470 

Email: 5400southstudy@utah.gov  
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Figure C4: October 2010 TIE Meeting Invitation
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Figure C5: October 2010 TIE Meeting Agenda & Notes
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Figure C6: October 2010 TIE Meeting Presentation

Agenda 

Meeting Overview 

Where We Are 

Purpose and Need  

Alternatives  

Next Steps 

Transportation Idea Exchange Meeting 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION  |  UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

CITY OF TAYLORSVILLE  

OCTOBER 2010 
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Where We Are 

How We Use Public Input 

Received 71 Scoping Comments 

• Transportation concerns and issues 

• Suggestions for solutions 

• How you might be affected by 
solutions 

Helped us develop 60 improvement ideas 

We will continue to take comments for 

consideration if the study process 

continues 

There will be specific opportunities to 

comment if the study process continues 
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Purpose and Need 

The purpose of transportation 

improvements is to increase the 

capacity to access I-215 in the 

study area and, specifically, to 

reduce congestion on 4700 South 

and Redwood Road around the 

I-215 interchanges. 

Alternatives Screening 
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Alternative 1 

WFRC Regional Transportation Plan 



PHASE 1 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT REPORT 

063

Alternative 4 

Alternative 7-3 
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Alternative 8-3 

Frontage Road Examples 
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Alternative 8-4 

Alternative 9-1 
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Alternative 9-2 

Next Steps 
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Public Open House 

Tomorrow 

Vista Elementary School 

(4925 South 2200 West) 

5:30 - 7:30 p.m. 

More Information 

Website: udot.utah.gov/5400southstudy 

Phone: 801-930-0470 

Email: 5400southstudy@utah.gov  
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Appendix D: Online Study Materials

Figure D1: Study Website Home Page
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Figure D2: NEPA Process Information Tool
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Figure D3: Downloads Page 
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Figure D4: Alternatives Information Tool
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Appendix E: Phase 1 Comments
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COMMENTS (MAY 8 TO OCTOBER 17, 2010)

C01 12-May Web Comment 

Form

Since I live in the area that is being studied. I have been 

watching this street for many years. It seems insane to plan to 

dump even more traffi c on an already very busy road. I think the 

quote by poet Robert Frost fi ts this situation. “Never take down 

a wall until you understand why it was built.”

x x x

C02 12-May Web Comment 

Form

I think this is going to be an interesting study. 5400 South is 

under construction for both a CF at Bangerter, and Flex Lanes 

from Bangerter to Redwood Road. Traffi c patterns will change 

due to the construction and getting used to the new differences. 

I travel this area often as I live close to 4000 West and 6200 

South. The CF intersection at 6200 S and Redwood Road is also 

going to change the normal traffi c patterns. I am for anything 

that will improve the access from my home. Another change 

will be when Mountain View tees at 5400 South. I hope all of 

these changes will be considered. I work at the TOC.

x x

C03 12-May Email There are so many great things that will happen as a result of 

the changes being proposed, but a major problem is not being 

addressed: The timing of the lights. Let me give you a great 

example of just how bad the timing of the lights really is: We 

live on Bonniebrook Drive which is 4900 South & just off of 

2200 West. My in-laws live across the street from Valley Park 

on 2700 South & about 5100 South. I often times say that they 

live 1/2 mile from us if it wasn’t for the freeway, we could walk 

to their house. Recently, on a Sunday afternoon, it took us 15 

minutes to drive to their house because we were caught by 

every light on the way there. First, the light on 2200 West took 

about 2 - 3 minutes to turn green so we could turn left (west) 

onto 4700 South. Then, we were caught at the red light to the 

east of the I-215 freeway, and immediately caught at the light 

west of the same freeway. Then, we were stopped at the light 

for traffi c leaving the shopping center parking lot even though 

there was only 1 car, the light stayed red for us for quite some 

time. Finally, we get to the light at 2700 West and it stopped 

us. We had to wait for that one to change as well so we could 

turn left (south) onto 2700 West. The only light we didn’t have 

to stop at during this single trip is the one at about 4800 South. 

We have started going by the way of 5400 South which takes 

us a maximum of 6 minutes to get to my in-laws because it 

is crazy to spend 15 minutes just to drive 1.5 miles. Here is 

another example of the lights - I take I-215 to go to work. If the 

light on 2200 West isn’t green, I won’t wait up to 3 minutes for 

the light to change. Then, once it changes, I get stopped at the 

light east of the freeway, so I am further delayed. Instead of 

dealing with all of this, I will usually turn right onto 4700 South, 

make a U-Turn, and still have plenty of time to get through 

the light and onto the freeway before the light on 2200 West 

changes to allow people to turn left onto 4700 South. That light 

is just way too long most especially in the mornings, but for the 

evening commutes as well. Think about it - why have a light 

last that long even when traffi c is heavy? I have seen many 

people run the yellow/red light there and I believe it is because 

they just don’t want to get stuck waiting so long. On a different 

area - why in the world is the light at 5400 South & Redwood so 

short for people turning left in any direction? This is especially 

frustrating because they have built such a pretty area for the 

northbound cars waiting to turn westbound which holds about 

20 or so cars. However, only about 8 - 10 cars actually get 

to turn and that is only IF people are paying attention! I have 

seen where only 5 cars turned because the people in front 

weren’t paying attention and delayed moving by only about 

10-15 seconds. What is the point of lining up so many cars 

and not allow at least most of them the time to turn? This also 

creates massive backup on the left lanes while other cars are 

trying to line up to turn. You should see this intersection during 

the evening commute hours - it is a nightmare and a very 

dangerous place to be!

x x
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C04 7-July Email Any interchange from I-215 that puts more traffi c on 5400 South 

is a bad idea.  All of the Flex lanes and CFI’s in the world and 

promises about Mountain View Corridor won’t fi x the resulting 

traffi c problems from such a move unless UDOT fi nally forks 

up some real cash for the west side of the valley and converts 

Bangerter Highway into a grade-separated freeway instead of a 

useless, overrated highway.

x x

C05 7-July Email I oppose an interchange with I-215 and 5400 So. You’ve already 

made 5400 unbearable for those of us who live in the study 

area. Please don’t make it worse!

x

C06 7-July Email There is already an interchange just south of 5400 off of 

Redwood Road. I don’t think that another one is warranted. 

The existing interchange work well for both 5400 South & 6200 

South. There are couple of lights between 5400 South & the 

entrances to I-215, but they are necessary & I can’t see an 

interchange right at 5400 to improve this, & will probably make 

matters worse for businesses & people in that area.

x x x x

C07 7-July Email I don’t know how you will think this will make any thing better, 

for those of us that live along 5400 South on Zions Drive, are 

wondering if you do plan on doing this and demolishing all the 

houses on the south side of the road from 2700 west to 1900 

west,what are the people that are going through rough times in 

there life, and can’t afford a down payment on a house or even 

be able to move. when you spouse has been hurt at work you 

wont qualify or even be able to be funded to buy a new home to 

relocate what are you going to do about that??? why don’t you 

just quit playing games, and tell the owners of the homes just 

what the hell your plans are!

x x

C08 7-July Email The Canal Road and Harvey Heights need a light, especially 

after the lane restriping are fi nished

x x

C09 7-July Email In my opinion making a interchange at I-215 and 5400 S would 

make east west traffi c much worse. The traffi c is now backed 

up west bound as far back as 2700 West to Bangerter Highway 

now. An interchange would make it that much worse. My 

feelings over passes need to be constructed at many of the 

many arteries at Bangerter Highway for the east west traffi c.

x x x

C10 7-July Email I would like to learn more about the proposed route re 215 

and 5400 South. It would shorten my ride to work and (I hope) 

back home. I am concern about the traffi c interruption on 5400 

South. Would you please address that issue. By the way, I really 

do appreciate the improvements (although right now they are 

not so great) to 54th South at Bangerter and 54th South and 

Redwood. Thanks for your concern for our traffi c problems.

x x
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C11 8-July Email With any change, there will be some negative effects, yes. The 

negative impact will most acutely felt in the area immediately 

adjacent to the interchange. These effects can be mitigated 

somewhat through careful planning. However, I feel strongly 

that an interchange at the 5400 South - I-215 intersection would 

be extremely benefi cial. Yes, the 4700 South and Redwood 

Road interchanges are geographically close to the intersection 

point. However, the distance in TIME TO GET THERE during 

heavy loads is extremely signifi cant. The left-turn onto 2700 

west from 4700 south is extremely bogged down, and to get 

to the 5400 south-215 point from Redwood Road requires 

either a very circuitous route (6200 S - 2700 W - 5400 S), a 

route through many signifi cant lights (through the business 

district at 5400 S Redwood) or the lesser known, low volume 

Canal Road. The major effect an interchange would have on 

the whole area is load-balancing, especially in light of the 

large amount of work already in place to increase the capacity 

of 5400 South. An interchange here would substantially affect 

(for the positive) the 4700 S and Redwood Road exits. It is 

very important to ensure that the exit here fl ows well - a 

SPUI is in my book a must - having two separate lights would 

be horrible. A simpler alternative would be to have the 5400 

South Interchange be an offramp only, since it seems that the 

afternoon traffi c is the most affected. Somewhat outside the 

scope of this project, but directly relating, is the ability of traffi c 

to move effi ciently through Bangerter Highway and on through 

Kearns. The Bangerter Highway intersection should have a CFI 

IN BOTH DIRECTIONS (not just one, like they\’re building), or a 

full grade-separated interchange. The intersection at 4000 W 

must also be substantially improved, or the bulk of this work 

will just be bottlenecked at that point. Please, please build the 

interchange here, for all of us who live out west!

x x x

C12 8-July Email Please don’t add more traffi c to 5400 South unless you are 

willing to spend some real money turning 5400 South into the 

major thoroghfare it is becoming. At the same time, please 

keep in mind that any further major expansion of 5400 South 

west of 4000 west will likely destroy the community of Kearns.  

My vote would be to turn another east-west route (6200 or 

4100) into a major highway (like is proposed in the east-west 

study that the legislature authorized and spent hundreds of 

thousands of dollars on).

x x

C13 8-July Email What kind of interchange are you referring? @ bangerter and 

5400 south? OVERPASS would be nice. Your CFI’s are not 

going to be the answer in this area. You just as well put in a 

ROUND-ABOUT, it might be more successful. New Zeland uses 

them all over with successes, and it moves traffi c. Suggestion: 

make 6200, 5400, 4700, one way streets @ rush hour. This would 

cause just as much CHOS as one would want. But it would move 

ALL the traffi c with no problem. Thanks for listening.

x

C14 20-July Email How long until you know if you are going to build the on and 

off ramps on I-215 and 5400 South? I ask because my home is 

5444 Capital Reef Dr. which is one of the home affected if you do 

build the ramps.

x

C15 7/30/2010 Web Comment 

Form, Email

I am concerned about accommodations for bicyclists on 5400 

S and in the study area. I would like to sit down with someone 

and learn more about what type of bicycle facilities are planned 

and how they fi t into the other transportation projects planned 

for the area. 

I am interested in discussing what accommodations for 

bicyclists are being considered on the 5400 S project and in the 

study area. I would like to sit down with someone and review 

the type of bicycle facilities being considered and how they will 

fi t into the other transportation projects planned for the area. I 

am available most any time that would be convenient.

x x

C16 28-September Email How come we can not plea an on ramp to the 215 off the 215? 

Every on is all wound up about reducing the cluster of traffi c 

in this area then lets get some on ramps installed. That would 

resolve a lot of problems.

x x x
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C17 15-October Phone I would just like to know why they are continuing to re-study 

this when they had made decisions prior that stated that they 

were not going to have an I-215 off or on ramp.

x

COMMENTS (OCTOBER 18 TO 22, 2010)

A01 19-October Comment 

Form

Lots of bike lanes/shoulders gone. How are we keeping 

bicyclists safe? Pedestrians too. Will there be street sweeping 

soon 2700 W. both sides 6200 So -- 5400 So 7000 So. -- 6200 So.

x x

A02 19-October Comment 

Form

 Do nothing OUTSIDE of the fl ex lanes. Alternative 9-1 if you 

need to do something. 

x

A03 19-October Comment 

Form

 I’d like an option that leaves 5400 S. alone. It is busy enough 

without adding more traffi c from I-215. 

x x x

A04 19-October Email What you are really trying to say is you have tax payers money 

that is burning a hole in your pocket. You cant wait for the 

current projects to complete the survey, you must try and push 

this through to spend more money. I have been to the meetings 

about the east/west problems. Address current construction 

fi rst, then breathe, think about the future, so we are not re-

constructing roads we just fi nished. We like no freeway exits on 

5400 south and welcome the easy of traffi c for the 20 hours a 

day on the road.

x x

A05 19-October Comment 

Form

Exiting I-215 at 4700 So. intending to go west on 4700 So. is 

dangerous if congested, especially if one intends to turn left or 

go south on 2700 West. An interchange on 5400 So. allowing 

entrance to I-215 would be very convenient and cut travel time. 

x x x

A06 19-October Comment 

Form

Why is so much money being spent on this study when it 

does not address the real issue. Bangerter Highway is the 

issue. People avoid Bangerter to take other routes. This study 

improves the other routes rather than fi xing the problem. 

A07 19-October Comment 

Form

 The study should include snow removal plans. Who is 

responsible for cleaning the sidewalks along 5400 So. in 

the winter? There are no paths for pedestrians or bicycles. 

Snowplows bury the sidewalk and it is bad. 

x x

A08 19-October Email We have lived here 35 years. When I-215 was put in we couldn’t 

understand why a interchange wasn’t put in. One has been 

needed for a long time.

x

A09 19-October Email I would like to see the plans for the off ramp to 5400 South. I do 

not like the idea of a ramp going in because I live close to the 

west frontage road. I already have too much traffi c noise.

A10 19-October Comment 

Form

More attention needs to be given to making Bangerter Highway 

a freeway. Traffi c would be diverted from I-215 to Bangerter if 

it was a freeway. 

x

A11 19-October Comment 

Form

NO to all frontage road alternatives. Have you done a study on 

the noise level that it will cause? Homes and families will be 

affected. Some of these changes/proposals have come too late 

in the planning area. Don’t need ugly retaining walls all over.

x x

A12 19-October Phone I would favor and exit from I-215 on to 5400 South and I do 

appreciate your looking into this again. Thank you.

x
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A13 20-October Web Comment 

Form

Hi I just want to make a some comment about last night that 

I want to say thank you for send a two wonderful interpreters 

attend there and met a wonderful people there give us a great 

site of the roads and highway and transmit. I met a wonderful 

person her name is ... she did fantastic job she did I want you 

or other supervisor to give her credit for doing a great job 

and I really admire her but I don’t know why I shake her hand 

many times but feel that she never met me before with deaf 

person with know Sign Language. I want to say thank you for 

the support the accommodate for hard of hearing and if it 

happened again with other deaf communities I recommend 

that use the interpreter service again! They are wonderful job! 

I really enjoying the display and view their site and give me 

a some overview about the street or highway project. I don’t 

attend it then I would be lost in the street or not knowing where 

they are doing so that good things that you given us the study 

team! I would like that.. Someday I can work for your guys with 

needs of sign language will be easier to communication with 

all the work study. Again, thanks so much for the great support 

to provided an interpreter and great people there especially ... 

give her a credit and others I can meet some people that give 

me an answer. I will hear from you soon and just want to make 

a comment about last night everything was so positive attitude 

and great job you have there! Good luck with legislature to pass 

this project plans.

A14 20-October Email There are exit and entrances to I-215 already in place at 4700 

south and at Redwood road. The positive impact on improving 

traffi c by having an exit and entrance to I-215 at 5400 south 

would be minimal to NONE.

x x


